THE  DEFENCE  OF  DEMOCRACY
currently understood, will not suffice now to make the
working class effective for socialism. No pooling of
immediate interests among the varied sections of the
working class will produce a common immediate
interest which has a socialist implication. There is no
programme of 'immediate demands' on which the
working class can unite for socialism; a working class
in democracy can be dynamically united ortly on
demands which are not immediate: but which are
necessary for the transformation of society as a whole
into a socialist society* Since that appears to the
modern realist hopelessly idealistic, he is forced back
to the programme of 'defending democracy'. So that
one asks again: What is it that he imagines he is
defending? Is it, as it seems to be, merely the existence
of the mechanism by which interests are composed and
resolved in post-capitalist society? No one will attack
it, for the good reason that democracy, when it is
regarded and treated simply as a mechanism, is an
incomparable instrument for paralysing any effort
of the working class to pursue its true interest as a
whole as distinct from the immediate interests of its
sections.
From the moral or religious angle the necessity that
is incumbent on a proletariat which has achieved
democracy (and thereby ceased to be a proletariat) is
to posit to itself an end which bears a relation to itself
in its new condition analogous to that which the
conquest of democracy bore to it while it was still a
proletariat. The only analogous end it can now posit
to itself is social equality. But how can it posit this end
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